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cases to prove the non-existence of any such depen-
dence.
The third proposition would have to be altered in
so far as " the mode of production of real life " is a con-
dition of social, political and intellectual life; we shall
even admit that it influences the latter to a large extent,
but it is false to say that it is its determining cause.
Since the same intellectual and other phenomena are
compatible with different modes of production and, on
the other hand, the greatest differences in intellectual
and political life are found, notwithstanding identical
mode of production, the latter cannot be the sole deter-
mining cause of the former. A causality that is not
cogent is no causality at all.
As to the fourth proposition : " It is not man's con-
sciousness that determines his economic and social
activity, but it is, on the contrary, his economic system
that determines his consciousness ", we have shown that
in the general form in which Marx enunciated it, it is
false. We shall see later that, in many cases, the reverse
is true. Like the productive forces and the conditions
of production, man's consciousness and his economic
activity influence one another ; there exists a reciprocal
inter-dependency between economics and consciousness.
That is no new discovery. Bernheim l and others have
stated this long ago. Marxist authors generally over-
look this fact or deny it, contrary to evidence. Some-
times, however, they admit it, though generally without
having a clear idea of what this inter-dependency really
means. Engels, for instance, says in one of his letters :
" All these gentlemen are unschooled in dialectics. They
1 Ernst Bernheim, Lehrbuch der historischen Methode und der Geschichts-
philosophie (Leipzig, 1905), ch. vii.
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